J. Edgar Hoover , by Curt Gentry; review by A than Theoliaris 1l/$/91 

Today's Wnsldngton x'est review illuntrut ;u the unwisdom of assigning the author of a 
competitive book to review/ a nw;er one on the a urno subject. 

From ny dealings with both men I luive reason not to accept either a3 full$ informa- 
tive or fair, Genrty because lie lied in the book lie ghosted for Fr;mcis ^ary Powers and 
his U-2 flight shot dovm over the USGU and Theoharis because he lias consistently sought 
to make it appear that his is the only basic and dependable work, allQinclusives when it 
it not, jvery good as it is, and because he lias pretended that ny work at least, i3 ld 3 . 

(l gave him hundreds of pages of FBI reports he credited to the FBI, not me, «ind ho was 


so stingy tluit he did not even send me a copy of his book 

A 

Theoharis begins Ids review with two paragraphs 



Z in part oof^ two 


paragraphs and in its concluding sentence and he devotes the re^t of the half -pu*je 
review, beginning in the second pm’agi^di, ^telling the readers vliy get or even 

truatit - * 

Ho criticizes Gentry for accepting "nisinf on lation" from "Ids FBI sources, ’^(Jlho uay^ 
well have been Gentry's source for saying tliat Hoover had certain FBI records Thoolinris 
says do not exist. In this Theoharis covers ldnself with a single word, "extant," re- 
ferring to Dover's two special series of office files. Official and Personal and Confi- 
dential. He does not dddress whether the files he says do not aiist could have been among 
the many destroyed by //oover's private secretary, Helen Gandy. 

in fact, u/herC he in sup osodly talking about tldse "extant" two files, specifically 

"celebrity files," Theoluiris states explicitly "there are no such files. Hu is careful 
A 

not to say in these "extant" remains. In fact there are many such files tliat tho FBI has, 
some of wldch I've obt^dLned by vittua of duplicate filing, mine being the duplicate copies. 
One of Ids perhaps accurate criticisms of Gentry relates to a list of records to be 


destroyed on kiodoath. Theoharis says there was no need for anyJCbch list because Gandy 
destroyed those records. What she destroyed is copie:- tliat were in Dover's personal files. 
^Hly if tliero were no other copies, wldch I'm inclined to believe was not true, would Theo- 

41 ** 


Haris' criticism be valid, and all the many pages I linve from these two l*oover perrrornil 

m i 

3 


files are in fact duplicates. Destroying them wldle leaving the originals or other dupli- 

L U u ^ 

cates in file would pSeZLt the purpose ox den 

/» 


jtruotion, 

Theoliaris* own scfcolarsldp is subject to question, lie filed FOIA requests and he accepted 
what ho got in response without talcing any one case to court when it is impossible tliat he 
got full compliance witli Ids requests. x hus lie wrote not only based on known incompleteness, 
one of Ids criticisms of Gentry, he also did the FBI a favor by maiding it possible for it 
to claim property tliat all it liad to discloae in response to duplicating requests is wliat 
it opted to let Theoliaris have. 

The review also serves to advertise Thoeharis* competitive books. 


